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IHTERVIEff WITH MAJOR GENERAL CHARLES P. CABELL 


Major General CHARLES P. CABELL, United States Air Forces, 
Director, Joint Staff, was interviewed at his off ice. Room 2E928. 
Pen tagon, on Decembe r l5, 1951, ^ Special Agents | 
and I I 

General CABELL advised that he had attended the White House 
conference held at lOiJO AM, December 10, 19^1, as an observer with 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff* He advised he had taken no peart in the 
actual proceedings* He stated he did not discuss anything vdiich 
occurred at the conference with anyone with the exception of a con- 
versation with Admiral THOMAi^®0BBINS of the Joint Chiefs of Staff* 
Reference will' be made to thi'A conversation with General ROBBINS 
hereinafter* General CABELL made no notes or memoranda during or 
following the conference* He returned to the Pentagon immediately i 
following the conference. 

General CABELL stated he was unaware that any leak had occurred 
or that an investigation was in progress at the time he was interviewed* 
He. declared he was not acquainted with ROBERT S. ALLEN or JACK ANDERSON 
or any other of DREW PEARSON'S enqjlc^ees* He stated he thought he may 
have met DREW PEARSON on one occasion at a cocktail party but was not 
certain of this. 

General CABELL also stated that Admiral WILLIAM FECHTELER had 
spoken briefly concerning the question of introducing into the truce 
negotiations a threat that in the event of breach the Communists coiild 
expect the war to be widened, which threat we later might not be able 
or desire to carry out* m connection with this. General CABELL advised 
he had a subsequent discussion with Admiral THOMAS ROBBINS, although 
it is recalled with reference to the alleged newspaper coltuun prepared 
by JACK ANDERSON some tef erence was made about extending the cease-fire 
negotiations deadline beyond December 27, 195l* General CABELL advised 
that he did not recall that President TRUMAN or the others made specific 
reference to the cease-fire date or indicated that an extension b^ond 
this date would be sought or granted* He stated he was not certain 
whether the deadline had been mentioned at all, but that if so it was 
not belabored in the discussion. General CABELL recalled that that 
question and all other questions pertinent at the Presidential con- 
ference previously had been discussed at great length in various Joint 
Chiefs of Staff meetings attended 'by General CABELL 
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The column of ROBERT S* ALLEN dated December 13* 1951, idiich 
appeared in the "New lork Post,” was displayed to General CABELL for his 
examination* He expressed the belief it was not an accurate account of 
the proceedings at the White House conference, but that it contained a 
continuous thread to indicate the author, ALLEN, had an informant who 
attended the conference* For exanple. General CABELL stated that the 
ALIEN coltunn indicates that the Conmiunists were bargaining the rotation 
of troops issue against concessions from us on their airfield demands* 

He stated he. did not believe General BRADLEI placed enphasls on the 
airfields versus rotation items and that these were merely two items 
mentioned in connection with the negotiations* He stated that there is 
some feeling that the Communi^s are using the rotation question to 
wrangle concessions generally, but he did not believe this was specifically 
brought out in the White House conference* 

With reference to the statement attributed to General COLLINS 
in the ALLEN eolumh to the effect that General COLLINS was inclined to 
favor some terms on t^e airfield dispute. General CABELL stated this was 
an oversinplification and not strictly accurate* He stated that it 
appieared that this reflected some views which COLLINS may have expressed 
in -Uie past at previous meetings of the Joint Chiefs of Staff* 

General CABELL referred further to the ALLEN column and to the 
statement in it attributed to the President* General CABELL advised he 
considered it an accurate sunaaation,. although not a verbatim quotation* 
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INTERVIEW WITH MR. JAMES 


Mr. JAMES E. LAY, JR., Executive Secretary, National Security Council, 

was interviewed by Special Agents and b7c 

on December 15, 1951 • 

Mr. LAY advised that .he attended the President's conference at the 
White House on December 10, 195l> as a representative of the National Security 
Council. At this time, he explained, the National Security Council was pre- 
paring a draft concerned with present truce negotiations in Korea. 

Mr. LAY commente4 in detail as to the opinions expressed by the various 
individuals attending the aforementioned conference. 

Mr. LAY advised that there was no written or oral agenda or program 
for the conference. He added that no minutes were kept, and there was no record 
of any actions to be taken. He did not recall anyone taking notes,’ with the 
exception of Secretary FINLETTER, who may merely have been "doodling.” 

Mr. LAY advised that he made notes at the conference for the President's 
benefit. He brought the notes directly from the conference to his office and 
placed them in a safe. He described the notes as the personal property of the 
President. He advised that, to his knowledge, no one but himself has seen the 
notes. He added that his secretaries have access to the safe where his notes 
are maintained, but did not think anyone who did not have a thorough understanding 
of what went on could decipher the notes. He explairted that the notes con sisted of 
personal abbrev iat ions, etcetejra. The I I in Mr. LAJ'S office are | ~j b6 

and I I b7C 

Mr. ,MY advised that, following the* conference, he informed his Deputy, 

I&*. S. EVERET^^SLEASON, as to the opinions expressed by the various individuals 
who attended the conference. He explained that hb and GLEASON worked together 
on the NSC aspects of the Korean problems, and in this connection, he advises 
GLEASON of all important matters in connection therewith. He stated he attempts 
to keep GLEASON as well informed as himself concerning all details of current 
developments in connection with the NSC* 

Mr. LAY advised that, subsequent to the conference, the "Time" 
magazine representative at the White House, whose name he could not recall, 
telephoned him, asking two questions: (l) He, facetiously, asked Mr. LAY if the 

latter were the cause of the President's sudden return to Washington from Key 
West, to- which question Mr. LAY answered, "No." (2) Mr. LAY was then asked if 

a reported request of General EISENHOWER to be replaced was discussed a-t the 
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conference. Mr. LAY informed that he advised the newspaperman that he was un- 
able to say anything about the conference. 

In answer to a specific question, Mr. LAY advised that he could not 
recall any discussions at the conference concerning a recommendation of the 
President that there be an extension of time in the event an armistice were not 
obtained by December 27, 1951* Mr. LAY advised that the conference did relate 
to concessions which might be made to the Communists. 

Mr. LAY advised that he does not know, nor has he spoken to DREW 
PEARSON or PEARSON'S leg-man, JACK ANDERSON. He was unable to furnish any 
information as to a possible source of the leak of information from the White 
House conference. 

Mr. LAY furnished the following information concerning indicated 
portions of the colvimn of ROBERT S. ALLEN in the "New York Post" of December 13, 
1951: 

Quotes from ALLEN Column Remarks of Mr. LAY 

Mr. LAY described this as a good 
summation of General BRADLEY'S 
remarks at the conference. He 
also advised that General BRADLEY'S 
ideas in this respect conceivably 
could have come from another source, 
inasmuch as he believed that they 
had been previously discussed. 


Ifr. LAY advised that this statement, 
as to VANDENBERG'S expnessions at 
the conference, is false. VANDENBERG 
generally agreed with the statement 
of General BRADLEY at the conference. 
He explained that General BRADLEY 
clearly indicated that later in the 
negotiations, the UN might be willing 
to make concessions as to airfields 
if the number of airfields were, 
appropriately, limited. 
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"The UN can have a cease fire in Korea, 
but at the cost of important concessions 
to the Reds. That's what the Joint 
Chiefs told the President in their big 
conference wi.th him after his return. 
General BRADLEY declared the protracted 
truce negotiations have reached the point 
'idxere a few concessions on both sides 
could bring an agreement if the Commun- 
ists really want one'". 

"General HOYT VANDENBERG vigorously 
opposed giving any ground on that. (Re- 
ferring to concessions on the Communists ' 
airfield demand). He wanted a cease-fire 
if one can be worked out that is fair and 
proper declared the Air Chief of Staff, 
but I don't see how we can safely do any- 
thing that will enable the .Reds to build, 
up their air strength. That is what per- 
mitting them to build airfields will 
amoiint to. Such bases in North Korea will 
be of great combat value to them if they 
decide to break the truce next Spring which 
I wouldn't put past them". 


1 
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Quotes from ALLEN column 

A statement attributed to General 
COLLINS relating to concessions 
on rotation of UN troops that ”it . 
is an unfair demand and the only 
reason the Reds are making it is 
to try to force us to give in on 
airfields". 

Statement attributed to General 
COLLINS that "our Army can hold 
the present line until hell freezes , 
over" • 


The statement attributed to the 
President that, "as you know I am 
very anxious to bring the fighting to 
an end if that is possible. But I 
will not agree to concessions to 
the Communists that we may regret 
later on. ¥e want to be very care- 
ful that we do not sell ourselves 
short -in our eagerness to secure a 
truce for our men". 


"Also discussed was the question of 
building up the South Korean Army". 





Remarks of Mr. LAY 

Mr. LAY could not recall General 
COLLINS making a statement to this 
• effect.- 


Mr. LAY described this as correct in 
thought, but considered the words 
'•until hell freezes over" as wrong. 

To his recollection. General COLLINS 
assured the President the Army troops 
could hold the line for the next year. 

Mr. LAY described this as a good 
summation of the views expressed by 
the President at the conference. 

Mir. LAY advised that, in his opinion, 
this information, in particular, could 
have come from no source except through 
an individual who was in attendance 
at the conference on December 10 , 19 ? 1 . 
He explained that he did not feel that 
anyone ^o attended the conference had 
a clear idea of the President's views 
on matters discussed at the conference, 
Mr. lay based this conclusion on the 
fact that the President had been at 
Key West for sometime prior to the 
conference. 

Mr. LAY advised that the matter of 
building up the South Korean Army 
was discussed at the conference, as 
indicated above. 
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INTERVIEW WITH MR. JAMES E. WEBB 


Mr. JAMES E. WEBB. Under Se cretary of State, was interviewed at his 

on the even ing of Friday. Decemb er lij., 
]and 


home, 

1951« by Special A gents [ 

Agentf^ ' 


during the interview. 


Special 

]of the Liaison Section of the Bureau was also present 


b6 

b7C 


Mr. WEBB advised that he was in attendance at the President's con- 
ference held at the White House on the morning of December 10, 1951. He 
furnished general background information of events leading up to the confer- 
ence and also details as to the comments of various individuals in attendance 
at the conference. 


Mr. WEBB advised that there was no formally prepared agenda for the 
conference. He further advised that he took no notes during the conference, 
and that he does not know whether anyone else present took notes. 


In answer to a specific question, Mr. WEBB advised that he did not 
recall any discussion at this conference concerning a suggestion by the 
President that in the event an armistice was not reached, by December 27, 1951, 
arrangements should be made for an extension of the time. 


The conference terminated between 11:30 and 11:35 A.M., at which 
time, pursuant to the President's specific request, Mr. WEBB stayed with 
the President and went into his office for a further conference with respect 
to the impending visit of British Prime Minister CHURCHILL to the United States. 
WEBB then returned to his office and dictated a brief memo to include (l) that 
no notes or instructions had been taken at the President's conference in 
connection with the discussion of the proposed draft to be issued to General 
RIDGWAY, inasmuch as Mr. H. FREEMAN MATTHEWS was present during the discussion 
and was in a position to see that the necessary action required by the State 
Department would be taken. (2) The second part of WEBB'S memo dealt with the 
necessary data that would have to be prepared to brief the President on 
matters that would be, discussed with Prime Minister CHURCHILL. 


b6 
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world crisis? (2) Was Europe discussed? WEBB gave HIGHTOWER this background: 


WEBB stated he had not discussed the details of the conversations 
in the President's general conference on December 10, 1951, with anyone. 

He stated he was not acquainted with JACK ANDERSON, who is associated with 
Columnist DREW PEARSON j that he does know DREW PEARSON, hut has not been in 
contact with him for at least six months. Nevertheless, he has se en other 
newspapermen subsequent to December 10, one of whom was I I Washington 


correspondent for the Raleigh News and Observer at Raleigh,' North Carolina. 
Another was JOHN/hIC-HTOWER, who covers ;^he State Depaurtment with Associated 
Press, and the third and last was JAME^.^'flESTON, associated with the New York 
Times. HIGHTOWER raised two points in 'questioning WEBB: (l) Was there a 
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The President is furnished with a great number of written reports concernijig 
the world situation. He takes his position seriously, and takes the whole 
situation seriously. The President wants to get the full ’’flavor” of the 
thinking of the top people, as it is the President's policy to keep in close 
touch with what goes on around the world. 'WEBB gave this information to 
HIGHTOWER for background. 

JAMES HESTON contacted WEBB on Tuesday, December 11 , 1951, and he ' 
was given generally the same background information concerning the 
December 10th conference as was given to HIGHTOWER. HESTON’S inquiries of 
WEBB also touched on the r^ orted resignation of Secretary of State DEAN 
ACHBSON, WEBB briefed RESTON on the very close- relationship between ACHEBON 
and the President, and stated such a report of ACHESON’S resignation was not 
true. RESTON inquired concerning CHURCHILL’S visit, and wanted to know the 
policy of the United States as to CHURCHILL. l^EBB advised him that the 
Government was making a very careful study of the background and problems in 
connection with our relations with Great Britain in Europe and the Far East, 
and indicated that this country would be prepared to disucss these problems 
whether CHURCHILL talked about them or not. WEBB advised that RESTON in 
recent articles has been throwing rather sharp barbs at the State Department, 
with respect to some of its actions, and he felt that RESTON should be briefed 
as to the Department’s activities as set forth above. RESTON also inquired 
as to recent changes in the State Department, and WEBB discussed the signifi- 
cance and history of these changes. 

Mr. WEBB was also contacted by I I concerning the statement 

in the December 10, 1951, issue of the ”New York T imes” to the effect that 
he, 1'IEBB, contenqslated resigning. He stated I l is a representative of 
his hometown newspaper and was interested in this article. 

Mr. VjEB B was re-interviewed in h is office at the Sta te Department 
by Special Agents F l and ] on December 17, 

1951, to make available to him the contents of the news column of ROBERT S. 
ALLEN, as it appeared in the December 13, 1951, issue of the New York Post 
"Blue Final” edition. His comments on this column follow: 

The column quotes General BRADLEY to the effect that the truce 
negotiations have reached the point ’’where a few concessions on both sides 
could bring an agreement if the Communists really want one . ” The coliunn 
also attributes to the President the question ”What do they want?”, and 
BRADLEY'S response was "The deadlock gets down to this.” Mr. WEBB stated 
the President did not say "RJhat. do they want?” The President's inquiry was 
more along these lines, "I'Jhy are we willing to go this far with them?" 

Mr. WEBB made it clear that it was not the position of aui 5 >one, including 
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BRADLEY, that the talks had reached the stage of a deadlock. Vlhile this could 
possibly be the opinion of General MATTHEW R3DGWAY •who is conducting the 
negotiations, responsible officials in Washington have never regarded the 
status of these talks as reaching a deadlock. They have always felt that we 
will get an armistice for two reasons, (l) the Communists in North Korea have 
been very badly hurt, (2) the United Nations forces in Korea are in a posi- 
tion of strength and can hold their present lines. It is felt that while 
we want an armistice from the position of global strategy, the Communists 
are anxious, to obtain an armistice because of their present weakness in their 
position. Therefore, Mr. VJEBB reiterated that these negotiations have never 
gotten to a deadlock stage and to quote that they have is not correct. 

With respect to the statement attributed to General BRADLEY by ROBERT 
ALLEN to the effect that the Communists would make concessions on our stand 
on rotation of troops if we made concessions that allowed them to build some 
airfields in North Korea, Mr. IfJEBB stated that this topic was discussed at the 
conference, and he felt that perhaps this information could have come from 
someone in attendance at the conference. However, in ’■JEBB'S opinion, this 
infonnatlon was also available to others not in attendeuice at the conference 
who had previously sat in on discussions in the Defense and interested 
Departments and who, prior to the conference, knew General BRADLEY’S position 
concerning these points at issue. Therefore, in Mr. WEBB'S mind such a well 
informed person could have anticipated what remarks General BRADLEY would make 
when these topics were, discussed. 

The December 13,i95l> column of ROBERT ALLEN attributes the follow- 
ing statement to General VANDENBERG: 

"I want a cease-fire if one can be worked cut that is fair and 
proper, but I do not see how we can safely do anything that will enable the 
Reds to build up their air strength. That is what permitting them to build 
air fields will amount to. Such bases in North Korea will be of great combat 
value to them, if they decide to break -ttie truce next spring, which I 
wouldn't put past them." 

Ifr. ¥£88 stated that this was an erroneous statement of General 
VANDENBERG'S position, that at the present time the Comm.unists have a powerful 
air force in North Korea which is well known. TrJEBB stated that VANDENBERG'S 
position in this connection was. that if a cease-fire is obtained with the 
threat of a "greater sanction," that air power would be the sanction, and 
that he would withdraw all air power from Korea for re-deployment in Japan and 
other strategic areas. VANDENBERG went so far as to recommend that if a 
cease-fire is obtained that ground troops could be removed from South Korea 
so that in the event the cease-fire is later violated they would not be des- 
troyed by the Communists, He suggested that they, too, be reassigned to 
other strategic locations. 

With respect to ths position of General J. LAVJTON COLLINS, wherein 
he insisted that Communists be required to agree to the rotation of UN troops 
and is quoted in the column as follows; 
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"That would be a serious blow to the morale of our men. I am 
strongly opposed to any concession on that. It is an unfair demand and 
the only reason the Reds are making it is to try to force us to give in on 
air fields. Our Army can hold, the present line until hell freezes over and 
I am flatly opposed to giving the slightest ground on the replacement issue. 
The Reds would have the same right as us on that, and I don't see why they 
should object to it, except for trading purposes." 

Mr. IrtlEBB'S opinion was that this quotation of COLLINS had a strong 
"flavor" of someone who was in attendance at the conference. He stated 
that it was COLLINS' position that it would be impossible to maintain ground 
forces wi.thout rotation. 

VTEBB described the ALLEN column as a whole not as "upsetting as 
it might be" from the security point of view. He added that from reading 
the column, one might gain the impression that United States top officials 
had decided to get tough with the Communists, whereas actually the dis- 
cussions at the President's conference were conceded with granting conces- 
sions to the Communists. Mr. IffiBB considered references in the column to 
discussions of building up the South Korean Army as harmful from the security 
standpoint, inasmuch as he felt that they did not want this fact released 
for general information. Mr, WEBB advised that references were made to 
building up the South Korean Army at the conference. 

Mr. WEBB advised that after considering the colvimn as a whole, 
he was of the opinion that possibly someone attending the conference gave a 
newspaperman too much detailed background concerning the conference, thus 
enabling a column such as the ALLEN column to have been written, ytc. WEBB 
was questioned as to who might be the source of the information contained 
in the ALLEN column. He advised that he had no suspects as to the source 
of the leak. 




69 


WFO 65-6060 


INTERVIEW WITH MR, H. FREEMAN MATTHEWS 


Mr. H. FREEMAN MATTHEIVS, Deputy Under Secretary of State. Room 
'^ 121 . Nenf Stat e D epariment. was int erviewed by Special Agents F I 

I and. on December lit, 1951* Special Agent 

I of the Liaison Section of the FBI was also present at the 


interview J 


b6 

b7C 


Mr, MATTHEWS advised that he attended the President's conference 
held at the White House on the morning of December 10, 1951* He furnished 
in detail information relating to comments of various individuals in 
attendance at the President*^s conference* 


With respect to the item in the material shown by JACK ANDERSON 
to General BRADLEY on the evening of December 12, 1951, wherein it was 
stated that the President had indicated we would grant an extension of 
time if cease-fire were not obtained by Decanber 27, 195l» Mr* MATTHEWS 
advised -that to his recollection this matter was not discussed at the 
conference* 


Mr. MATTHEWS retur ned directly to his office from the Decanber 
10. 1951 c onference, and told 


of the President's approval of the Joint Chiefs of Staff draft 
or instructions to General RIDGWAY, and that the opinion of those attending 
the conference was unanimous to the effect that an armistice was extremely 
desirable at this time* MATTHEWS said that other than talking to | | 

he spoke to np one else concerning the events taking place at this conference* 


Mr* MATTHEWS' stated that he did not take any notes during the 
conference and prepared no memorandum or record concerning it thereafter i 
also, to the best of his recollection, no one came in or went out of the 
conference, room during the conference* He stated there was no agenda ■ 
available prior to the conference as to the topics to be discussed* 


Mr* MATTHEWS does not know JACK ANDERSON* He has previously met 
I®EW PEARSON, but has not been in contact with him for the past few years* 
Mr* MATTHEWS had no suggestions or suspicions as to where, or in what manner, 
the alleged leak occurred* 


j Mr* MATTHEWS was reinterviewed ty Special Agents 

I I on Decanber 17, 1951* 


and 


The contents of the column of R0K)RT S» ALLEN appearing 4n the-^ 
"Blue Final Edition" of the New York Post, December 13, 1951, concerning 
the T/Jhite House conference of December 10, 1951, were exhibited to Mr* 
MATTHEVre for his perusal and comments* 
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With respect to the initial comments attributed to General BRADLEY 
by ALLEN to the effect that truce negotiations have reached the point where 
a few concessions on both sides could bring an agreement, Mr. MATTHEWS stated 
that the General did indicate that a stage had been reached where things 
night break quickly, and suggested that we make concessions bn minor issues* 

Mr. MATTHEWS stated that a careful review of the communiques and ne^^3 
bulletins for the ten days immediately prior to the President's conference 
on December 10 would contain this information. He commented that if the 
New York Times was obtained to cover this period, it wjuld be apparent that 
this statement attributed to General BRADLEY by ALLEN was common knowledge. 
However, this was BRADLEY'S position at the conference. To Mr. MATTHEWS* 
recollection. General BRADLEY did not make the statement that "They are using 
the rotation issue to try to wrest concessions from us on the air field demand." 

Mr. MATTHEWS described the statements attributed to General HOYT 
VANDENBERG as being inaccurate* He explained that VANDENBERG favored the 
"greater sanction" theory and suggested a withdrawal of the air force and 
ground troops from Korea and their re-deployment in strategic areas such as 
Japan. 

In connection with the statements attributed to General J. LAWTON 
COLLINS concerning rotation of DN troops, Mr. MATTHEWS stated that COLLINS 
may have discussed rotation, but that the matter of rotation was not a 
point in issue at the conference since there was complete agreement as to the 
position of the United Nations on rotation. Mr. MATTHEWS advised that from 
the article it would appear that there was much argument at the conference 
on the rotation issue which is not true. Mr. MATTHEl^ could not recall 
General COLLINS ' making a statement to the effect that the Reds were demand- 
ing concessions as to rotation in order to force us to give in on airfields. 

Mr. IIATTHEWS described the statement attributed to General BRADLEY 
as to "the importance of not allowing the Communists to build up a powerful 
air force" as being incorrect since it is common knowledge that the Communists 
already have a powerful air force. 

In connection with the statements attributed to President TRUMAN 
by ALLEN, Mr*. MATTHEWS advised that -toe President may have said that we 
were trying to bring the war to an end and may have remarked that we might 
be making too many concessions, but to his recollection these statements 
were made at the beginning of the conference. He did not recall that the 
President made this statements "We want to be very careful that we do not 
sell ourselves short in our eagerness to secure a truce for our men." 

In Mr. i-IATTHEWS' opinion the ALLEN column was an inaccurate report 
of what had occ\irred at the White House conference on December 10. He felt 


7i 


wo 65-6060 

that i-f ALLEN had obtained his information from someone attending the confer- 
ence, he would have received much more accurate information. He also des- 
cribed that ALLEN column as a "poor job” of reporting the conference. In 
conclusion, Mr. MATTHEWS stated that any good newspaperman who had been 
closely following truce negotiations as released to the press prior to the 
White House conference and triao maintained close contact with the lower echelon 
of individuals at the Pentagon working on topics of discussion would. have been 
in a position to write ALLEN'S column without ever having had contact with 
anyone in attendance at the White House conference. 


• - 7 ^ 

/t-XiM? /fXkO-V W 


— — — — 

f f 


WFO 65-6060 
MA3?:bar:d4J 

ismErm with heap aemtral mcMAs h^^^bbins, jh. 

Bear Admiral TECMAB H. BQBBINS, JB», memlser of the Joint Strategic 
Survey Ccanmlttee, attached to the Joint Chief e of Staff, was interviewed at 
his o ffice. Boon ggilOlO. on the afternoon of December 19 f 1951# by Special 
Agent] I 


Admiral BOEBINfS advised that he possessed no information concerning 
the proceedings at the White Hovise Conference on December 10, 1951# with the 
exception of a single item vhlch was brought to his attention, probably at 
noon on the day of the conference, at the regular briefing of Admiral WILLIAM 
. IBCE3!EIEB, attended by Admiral BOGINS and about eight other senior officers. 

. He mentioned these briefings are held on Monday, Tuesday and Thursday* 

Admiral BOBBINS advised Admiral pciTBIEB had informed the group 
at the briefing that he had attended the White House Conference and desired 
to apprise them of his remarks opposing a certain course of action in Korea » 

Admiral BOBBINS stated that subsequently it became necessary for 
his committee to consider this point in order to prepare certain recommendations 
for the Joint Chiefs of Staff. He stated this item was only one of a nuniber 
in the preparation of Iholr report. At k?50 P.M. on Friday , December Ik, he 
ponf err ed with Major General CHAEIES OABELL. I l and OpJ^nel f I b6 

J I who constitute the Joint Strategic Survey Committee and discussed the b7c 

above point raised by Admiral FBOHEEIEB. On Monday, December I7# Admiral 
BOBBINS contacted General CMAB BBADLSY in the presence of Major Generals 
CHABI&S<>(6ABE!LL and BIMEB J. BOCSSS, and advised General BHADIEY that in connection 
with the positions taken by his Omanittee cn the point in question, they were 
aware of the remarks of Admiral FHCBTEilEB at the White Bbuse. Admiral BOBBINS 
advised that this constituted all knowledge in his possession concerning the 
White House Confereoce and all disciasslons in vhlch he had participated on this 
subject. 
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INTERVIEW WITH MR. S. EVERETT GLEASON 


Securitj 


Mr. S. EVERETT GLEASON, Deputy Executive 5 
Council , was interviewed by Special Agents] 
I on December 17, 195l* 


Mr. GLEASON advised that Mr. JAMES E. LAY, JR., Executive Secre- 
tary, National Security Council, immediately after returning from the 
White House conference on December 10, 1951, advised Mr. GLEASON that the 
conference would not necessitate any changes in a draft with which Mr. 
GLEASON was concerned. Mr. GLEASON explained that he and a small group of 
individuals had been working on a National Security Council draft which 
contained recommendations relating to the present tnioe negotiations in 
Korea and which possibly would be affected, by the conference. At this time, 
the information furnished Mr. GLEASON by Mr. LAY concerning the conference 
was only enough to assure Mr. GLEASON that the draft would not have to be 
changed. 


GL MSON stated that at approximatel y lijOO P.M. on December 10, 
he contacted ! | Far Eastern Bu ^au, Dep artment 

of State, who was also rorking on the NSC draft and advised | | that 

no changes in the draft would be necessary as a result of th e White H ouse 
confer mce on that da te. Acco rding to GLEASON, he furnished I ~1 no 

further information. I 1 advised GLEASON that he understood from his 

superiors in the State Department that no changes would be necessary. 


, GLEASON stated that he may have telephonically contacted I 

I I who is the Department of National Defense representative assisting in 

the preparation of the draft, and advised him that no changes in the draft 
would be necessary as a result of -Uie Whi te Hous e conference. GLEASON could 


not definitely recall if he had contacted! jin this connection. 

According to GLEASON. I I is on the staff of Mr. FRANK«!4fiCffl, 
Special Assistant to Secretary of Defense LOVETT. 


GLEASON advised that on raidmorning, December 12, 1951, Mr. LAY orally 
advised him in more detail as to the' position taken by various individuals at 
the White House conference on December 10, This briefing of GLEASON took place 
in Mr. LAY'S office. No one else was present, GLEASON took no notes, and 
GLEASON has not discussed with any other individual the detailed briefing 
furnished him by Mr. LAY. 


GLEASON advised that to the best of his recollection LAY indicated 
that General VANDEMBEHG suggested pulling out our air force in the event a 
cease-fire was obtained in Korea, and that the President expressed some con- 
cern lest the North Koreans drive all the way down to Pusan. As he further 
recalled, General COLLINS assured the President that the Array could hold the 
line. 
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Bi connection with Lfil*s briefing, libr. GEEASON recalled that ‘ v 
the President indicated a willingness to follow along the lines suggested: 
by General BRADLEY and that previously he had been worried that the 
United States might be making too many concessions. 

The column of ROBERT S. ALLEN appearing in the New York Post 
December 13 , 1951, was exhibited to Jir, GIEASON. He stated that from 
his understanding the statements attributed to General BRADLEY and to 
the President by ALLEN expresseil the thoughts of these individuals 
as relayed to him by LAY* 

GLEASON advised that prior to attending the conference on 
the momihg of December 10, LAY may have mentioned to him the fact, that 
the President was concerned oyer the matter of concessions. He added 
that he definitely did not mention this fact to anyone nor had he had 
any knowledge as to whether other individuals in Washington were aware 
of the President’s attitude prior to the conference. 

GLEASON advised that his social life was limited to his family 
and very close friends of long standing whose intelligence precluded 
them from ever making, inquiry as to the natiire of his assignments* 

He has no newspaper friends and does not know columnist DREW PEARSON, 

JACK ANDERSON, or ary of their representatives. Mr. GIEASON stated 
that he had been concerned about this matter and had been considering 
the yihoXe thing in his own mind. From past experience, he knew that in 
some instances stories are "planted" with columnists in order to 
acconplish sane objective tl^t woxxld benefit the individual giving the 
story* In analyzing this possibility as applied to the facts in instant 
case, he could see no objective to be obtained by so doing. He stated 
there has been no "knock down fight" on any matters of policy and that 
contrariwise there had been a high degree of unanimity of thinking by 
all individuals at the conference concerning the issues involved, and 
therefore it was his conclusion that the story appearing in. the news- 
paper had not been "planted." 
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INTERVIEW WITH 





J Advisory Burea y. Far East ern 

■ Irs^- Depar tme nt of state, was intervxewed oy Spec ial Age nts I 


]and 1 ] ln his office, Roomj | New State Depart- 

Biiilding, on December Id, 1951* 


j [ advised that he was one of several individuals who 

Wi -a 3. EVERETT GLEASON, National Security Council, were preparing a 
llabiohal Security Covuicil draft concerned with present truce negotiations in 
3a. 
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According to 


I Ion December 10, 19Slt subsequent to the 

j House conference ^ j indicated to him 

as a result of the conference no changes in the draft on which 

working would be necessary. Mr. JOHNSON furnished him no further informa- 
tioa concerning the White House conference. 


[advised that subsequentijr Mr. GLEASON telephoned him also 

indicating that no draft changes were necessitated as a res\ilt of the conference. 
Mr. GLEASON furnished him no further information concerning the White House 
conference. 


INTERVIEW IVITH MR. 




Ng 


■ Office, Ser.rflt.arv 
Affairs, Far East Specialist, Room 
December l8. 19^1, by Special AgentsT" 


£ 


efense, Office of Foreign Military 
Pentagon, was int erv iewed on 
and! I 


Mr. S. EVERETT GLEASON previously indicated that he may have called 
^hen he, GLEASON, learned that as a result of the White House 


Conference on. December 10, that it would be vinnecessary to make any changes 
in the draft of a NSC paper that l I had assisted in preparing. Mr. 

GEEASON was doubtf ul at the tim e of th e original interview with him that he 


be 
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had called I [ nevertheless. f I was personally contacted and questioned 

whether he had received a call from Mr. . GLEASON concerning this matter. He 
stated that he had not, and further that he was advised by no one of any de- 
tails relating to the President's conference of December 10, 1951. 


INTERVIEW WITH 


Dep artment of State, was interviewed by Special Agents f 
and [ I on December 18, 1951. 


Far Eastern Affairs. 


7G 
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I 1 advised that he had worked on the draft of instr-uctions 

prepared. foFTienerar'MTTHW RIDGWAY, with H. FREEMAW MTO HEWS. Deputy Under 
Segretar y, State Depa rtroentj l State Department, and 

■ others. 1 I was interested in the decisions reached at the "White House 

ccnferenee on December 10 only in so far as it affected the draft which he 
he%)ed prepare for General RIDGW AI. Wen Mr. MATTHEWS returned from the 
President ’s conference he called F I and told him that the draft had 

besn approved as drafted. He did not go in to any detail at this time. Later 
in the afternoon he spoke with ! 1 in a general fashion and told him 

tilt the: general philosophy of the men who. had worked on the draft had been 
ac jpted at the "Vilhite House conference and that there was no objec tion to the 

p isage . being transmitted, to General RIDGWAY. He did not furnish 

a detai led summarizati on of the view.g of those present at the conference. 
L I in turn advise d |~ I 

r is I’ j in the Office of N orth East Asia Affairs which 

dies; Korea and Japan, and told I I th at their draft had been approved. 

He. stated that this was all he told I I as ac tually it was all he knew . 

al'sb i ndicated that he possibly told the same to | ~1 

! [ Planning Advisory Bureau, Far Eastern Affairs. 

The DREW PEARSON column appearing in the Hew York D aily Mirror of 

*jo;araber 5, 1951, was exhibited to advised that he 

had no previous knowledge of the existence of this column. He stated that he 
waF in no position to comment as to whether the column accurately portrayed 
p 5 VOiite House conference of December 10 because he had never been advised 
to the details thereof. 
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IMTERVIEXTf Ir/ITH MR. JOSEPH SHORT 

Mr. JOSEPH SHORT, Press Secretary of the I’Jhi te House, was inter- 
viewed by Inspector CiRL E. HENNRICH and Special Agent I I 

He advised that he possessed no prior knowledge as to the matters which were 
to be discussed at the White House conference on December 10, 1951* Mr, 

SHORT infomed that upon the termination of the conference, he was authorized 
by the President, following consultation th Admiral lENHISON and Admiral 
SOUERS, to release to the press, the statement that the President had dis - 
cussed world affairs and no decisions on policy were reached. Mr. SHORT stated 
that because of his lack of knowledge as to the actual discussions of the 
conference, he was, of course, necessarily limited to the authorized statement 
in his contact with the press. He produced from his files, in substantiation 
of his statement, and furnished a typewritten copy which he informed fully 
covers all comments and questions made at this press release. 


Mr. SHORT said that 


of DREW PEARSON'S office 


at times covers the White House, He was unable to state whether] 

had been present on December 10, but indicated he was relatively certain he 
did not see him on this date. He was unable to furnish any statement which 
would indicate who may have been responsible for the leak of informatioh 
from the President's conference of December 10, 1951* In discussing this 
matter, Mr, SHORT furnished certain background and activities v:hich had come 
to his attention, concerning DREW PEARSON, which he indicated had served as 
confirmation for, his opinion as to the unscrupulous nature of PEARSON, but in 
relating this background, was unable to tie any of these activities into the 
instant investigation. 


PENDING 
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ABMENISTRATIVE PAGE 
' . I£AD' . 


THE WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE l 


AT WASHINGTON. D.C« : 


Will await Biireau ihatructions as to vhat, i.f spy , further 
imrestigation is desired. 


followst 


Previous correspondence in this case has carried the title as 


DREW PEARSONj 

Alleged Leak from White House Conference; , 
December 10, 1951, 

to JACK ANDERSON, Leg-man for DREW PEABSCN 
Espionage - X 






79 


i 


ORMAriOH CONTAIi)®) 
'S U''JCL.^SSIFIED 




STAMOARO FORM NO.'OA 


Office 


• UNIT 




BlvJiiifKViiil 


Mr, D, M, Lad 



FROM : Mr, A, H, Belmo 

S 

SUBJECT: LREw'^'PEARSON 




©SCI 


r^^OVERNMENT 


ALLEGED LEAK FROM WHITE HOUSE CONFERENCE 
DECEMBER 10, 1951 

TO JACK ANDERSON, LEG-MAN FOR DREW PEARSON 
ESPIONAGE - X'^ 





General Smith stated he felt the Director might desire 
to know the above facts in view of ' the alleged leak from the 
White House conference 

cwBisiw ° 

iV- 

ADDENDUM - CEHtLL - December 26. 1951 f 


We have developed no information indicating that 
Clayton Fritchey was in possession of any information regarding 
the conference prior to the preparation of the PearsM column,' 

^ 1 y 
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APPSAI. 

CIVIL ACT, # 
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DATE^-;?t- TULSJ 
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March 6, 1952 


10:00 








fj£M -'RAKXJUM f OK MK. XOLSiON 

MK. LJIkDO 
MK^^lCHOLi 


/- / 
>-/ 


. Admiral .:>ouera, special C^n»iittMjiit tO~tS^ callad and 

luited he was very much interested m nrugwemoraniiacD to the Attorney O aeral 
^dated i coruary 20, 1952 regardiag Drew^araon. He athted he had tried to 
prevent the re^uevt for such inve»Ugatiah«'~j»mce' we would not be able to 
prosecute and would only antagoniae good newepapermea W^ would rush to 
PearsonAv defense iollowingthe mistaken belief that tha ie e edom ot the press 
wa^ involved. Admiral oouers stated that he had brieled the Prcsideat about 
m/ meniui aaduzri. 1 indicated to him that 1 was eoncciwe<| ahoai the waste of 
thiiuaandi of dollars and manpower. Admiral oouers stated he had straightened 
out Joseph bhort, Secretary to the President, and he told me that Shari had 
told him to stop all the investigations but the Admiral stated of course we could 
not do this as some of these mvestigations may be based on the possibility' of 
espionage bat it might be possible to stop those that the i-'residcnt bad specifically 
re 4 uested. The Admiral stated he was not doing this officially now but was just 
talking to me on a personal basis auad 1 told him 1 understood perfectly. He stated 
he told the 'resideat he was going to show this memorandum to Mr. bhort and to 
Admiral Dennison* hbral Aide to the President* and he bad told the President of 
the procedure followed by the NSC in tracking down leaks whereby each agency 
was responsible for locating its own leak. 1 stated 1 had tried to point out in my ^ 
memorandum that the ro arc literally hundredsof people us some ot those cases 
who have access to classified and top secret materiel and thorc ahoold be a 
tightening up of the distribution of a lot of this information. Aamiral bouers 
stated that ihe President had told him hereafter to track down the leaks according 
to the proceduxe he had indicated NSC had followed. Admiral Souers then 
inquired if we had many more current investtgatiuns of Pearson and 1 told him 
we had practically finished: that I thought there were no more pending. 

Very truly yours* 


/ j , SA'M' FM OM 3. 0. 

^ \ TutE 

\ iUTM I? JiL... 

■.W-fidti.X..... i 
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John JLdgar Houver , i 

U.r.cwr I 4 r - 6 ' A 
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MR. T0L30H 
L.' B. WICilOIS 


niirwTnHMftttsti cotjTftwiai ^ 


February 1 $, 19,52 

U AR/'/' ■ 


The Attorney General called on. February 13, 1952, and 
stated that he had a recollection that the Director recently 
informed him that In connection, with one, of our .investigations ' 

■ of Drew Bearson we had ]raarned of .a group of ’ individuals 
who are meeting. at Dre’v^Fearspn' | house, one of whom was 
Clayton Frltchey of the Defense Agency. The Attorney General, 
.stated that McKinney of the National , Democratic Committee 
was thinking of bringing Pritchey into the National Democratic 
Committee and the Attorney General had . told McKinney to ..hold up 
until he could check. Likewise, he. stated he had heard that' 
Pritchey was being considered for a White House appointment 
and the Attorney General felt that under the circumstances, 
Pritchey, would not be a good security risk. 


.' The Attorney General alsp asked if our 
of Drew Pearson, growing out of the use of the 
messages in 19-50 was conclusive* . 


nation 


After talking to the Director, I advised the Attorney General 
that the Director had talked, to him about the Investig-atlon of 
Drew Pearson and had pointed out that Pritchey was an bid Friend • 
of Pearson and played bridge at Pearson's house on the average- 
of once a month and was at Pearson^^ house on the evening that 
General Bradley -had talked to J ack^~^^derso n and had succeeded ■ 

in killing a portion of Pearson's column. I told the Attorney 
General that what the Director had in mind was that an official 
of the Government could not Play bridge at periodical intervals. . 
with a close friend without being pumped. The Attorney General 
stated this was sufficient, .. . 


With reference to the I I investigation, I told t.he 

Attorney General he might prefer to have the Criminal Division 
go over our reports which had /been sent to the Department- and 
give him an opinion since it would be inappropriate for us to ■ 
draw any conclusions. In response to his inquiry, I told him •, 
that our investigation had b een broiig^h t to a close after it ^ 
had been determined that the | | messages had been given 

very widespread dissemination. 


cc .- Mr, Ladd 

Mr, Belmont 
LBN: mb 
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MR. TOLSON: 
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y/r- 



Ed}Nellor to ld me last ] 
night that \ | ^>as con- |: 

v/errJ.ap with some people on the , „ 

^Mc. Car ran Committee as one section j 
' 0/ the Me Car ran Cojmttee is jmL j j-. ^ 
inuRSt ioatina Drei^^e.arq^n and . the , r y 

insjULent i.nv.aliJing 

Be nt ago n. 

We, of course, had not heard 
this before. 


/yrr^ 

/ L, B, Nichols 
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINEfl 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFSFJ 
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Aitlitant Attorney 0*tt#rAl 
H* Holnern^y 



April 10, 19^a 
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DREW PBARSON 
^ ESPIONAGE • X 
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R«f«r*no« It mtdt to your memorandum dated 
April 1, 1952, your reference, ;|MMtCENrbJn, In which you 
requested to he apprlaed of ttateraentc made by White 
House Press Seeretary, Joseph Short, during the course 
of our investigation, as reflected In the report of 
Special Agent in Charge R, B* Hood, dated December 22, 
1951* 

In compliance with your request, please be 
advised that Mr* Short also stated that It )ias his 
belief that Drew Pearson extensively uses newspaper 
reporters who are associated with reputable news 
media and who feed to Pearson, for a price, off-the- 
record comments, which are made In the course of 
legitimate interviews and which the news media represented 
by the particular reporter, would not use because it 
is **off-the-reeord .** in thie c onnection. Mr* Short stated 
he underst ood that I V I formerly Of Trans - Radio 

Press, and I while en^loyed by CBS, were 

a^ong those "peddling” information to Pearson, He 
father' stated that it was hia understanding that tl» 
above two Individuals had been oaugd^t, but that 
no doubt there were others. ■ ^ ^ 
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STANDARD FORM NO. 64 


0j]iC6 M£f?20Va^^Um • united states government 



W, A. BRMIGANHk 

DREW PEARSON 
ESPIONAGE - X 


July 29, 1952 


ALL IMFCRMATtON CONTAIWEffl 
HEREIN IS UMCLASSIFIEO ^ 

0ATE.^,‘.4S : 


In connection with Mr» Nichols’ memorandum to 
Mr. Belmont dated June 16, 1952, entitled "Confidential 
Files Maintained in Room 652?" it was requested that 
pertinent files maintained in the above room be reviewed 
for the purpose of determiAp whether or not there was / 
still a need for the maintaining of the same. 

File 65-60573 has been reviewed and it is request 
that due to the nature of the content of this file it still 
maintained in Room 6527. j, 


The above file reflects the investigation requested 
by Mr. Robert Lovett, Secretary of Defense, which request was 
based on instructions received from the President. The 
investigation concerned cl^sified information revealed by 
Drew Pearson and Sober t.D^ ^llIen . relati ve to a JYhite House 
Conference on December iQ, 1951. The Conference was called by 
President Truman and atiehded by a number of key civilian 
and military personnel. At this Conference , the Korean War 
situation was the main topic of discussion and far-reachir^ 
decisions were made, which decisions were classified as 

In view of these far-reaching decisions, it is felt 
that only limited access should be had to the file until the 
Korean War is over. Jit the conclusion of the Korean War, this 


Korean 
file C( 


-s over. Ai 
mai ntai ned 


the Korean 


General Records Files Section. 


The above file should be made available for review^ 
however, the information contained therein should not be 
disseminated without prior approval of the Espionage Section. 


65-60573 
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. ^ f 


sc 



'X 






4-528 



MERBM »S 




S^'s yj - St S’t 

CHANGED TO 

y/5) 

- 9 S/9 ^ ^ 



STANDARD IRXtK NO. 64 


t- 


Office Alemoranduw • united states government 


The Director 
Dn Jif* jCfldci 


TO 

FROM 

sumcr-.^EAKAGE OF CLASSIFIED INFORMATION 



DATE: March 27, 1953 


TOlBon__ 

Udd_ 


TO DREW PEARSON CONCERNING A WHITE HOUSE CONFERENCE 

KsnomaE 


> " “ 

^ nuvi n 

W Rosm 



m accordance with your request, there is 
attached a memorandum concerning the results of the 
Bureau's investigation in the case entitled ^J}rew^earson^ . 
(column of December 15, 2951); jackrNorthnaT^^nder son, aka 
jaclPAnderson; Robert S^Allen (column of December 13, 1951); 
Espionage - Bo^h 'Dl^ew 'pear son and Robert 3. Allen 

published information discussed at a white House Conference 
held December 10, 1951, which was classified 
information. The investigation reflected a close associa- 
tion between Mr, Clayton Fritchey , Director , Office of 
Public Information, and Drew Pearson, although no informa- 
tion was developed that Mr, Fritchey had prior knowledge 
of the material published in Pearson 's column. This in- 
vestigation did not determine the source from which. Pearson 
obtained his information. 
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RECO MMENDATION : 


V 


If you approve, the attached memorandum may be 
forwarded to the Attorney General. 
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The Attorney (feneral 


uaroh 27, 1953 " 
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Tolson 

Udd 

Nichols 

Belmont. 

Clegs ___ 

Glayin 

Harbo 

Rosen 

Tracy 

Lauf^hlin 

Mohr _.. ■_ 
Winterrowd- 

Tele. Rid. 

Hollom8n__ 
Gandy _ 


jjirector, FBI / 

DnS^SARSOM f€OLUm OF DECmBmJS, 1951} t ‘ / 

JACK BOJiTm'Ajf^MimmN, afca Jaclf^Anderaonf 
BOBEST S^ALLEM (COLUMN OF BECFMBm 13, 1951} 

ESPIONACE - X 

'' (f ' ^ 

Drew Pearaon, in the column in the "if«w fork 
Daily Mirror’’ on December lA, 19Sl,_aDii alao Robert 3* 

Allen, in an article in the ’*New fork post, ^ on December 13, 
1951, purported to report mattere diecuaaed at a White House 
Conference held December 10, 1951, <» regard to the cease- 
fire dieousaione co ncer ning Korea. The information was 
classified "JpOFi^ilSheeetaCi’’ This Bureau conducted an investi- 
gation at the request of the then secretary of Defense 
Robert A. Lovett. The inquiry revealed the white House 
conference waa presided over by President Truman and at- 
tended by sixteen key civilian ami military personnel, 

.Those in attendance weret 

/ president Truman 

^ Secretary of Defense Robert A. Lovett 

general Omar Bradley, Chief of Staff 
General J* Lawton Collins, Army 
General Hoyt S. Vandenberg, Air 
Admiral William Fechteler, Navy 

General Charles p. c^-bell. Director of joint chiefs o f Sta^ 

Secretary Frank c. pace. Army 

Secretary Thomas K. Finletter, Air 

Acting Secretary Francis p. whitehair. Navy 

Acting Secretary James R. Webb, State ^ 

Mr, s* Freeman Matthews, State 

Admiral Sidney Souers, White House P'j 

, James Lay, National Security Council k. 

General Harry Vaughan, White House , 

.. Admiral Harry L. Dennison, White House 

General Robert Landry, white House ' tji T ' 

h; i 

The civilian on<i military personnel attending the 
conference were interviewed, and all denied any unauthorised 
disclosure of the rnatters discussed at the conference. 

Mr* Joseph Short, White House press Secretary, and others 
who had been furnished the information on a "need to -know 
basis," were also interviewed with similar results. The / 
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tni«rofiwi nc omit took notoo 4ori»c th§ eon* 

foroMOO ommpk Janoo lap, mko turmod the m^koo oeor to 
froofdokk mmom, end mo omo dtetated m momoromOtm eomoomimff 
tho ooi^oromco oooopf socrotory rfninttr* All oopioo of 
that momortumdoM \ooro oeoountod for* 9»tlk tho eolumo mritun 
bp Hro» Pomrmom and S* dXlom tmdimkod iho toritoro M 

« firoithami kmomlodg* of ishot occ.rrod ftt iko oo^foromoog ou^ 
mo iho maomor im ii&ieh tA« jn^ootd^mt ottirodo into tho room^ 
grimimq omd ok^img hemto mil oromd% Tho ooltamo purported 
to KtgiUUfht tho dioouMoiomo, umd both more Xtmitod to tho 
diooiiooiomm om tho ooooo^ftro nogotuitiomom 


It 90 S tho mtmtomouo of thooo poroono intaroiemd 
tAo had ooiftMi# tilot tho reporting toao relatipolp 

aoouroto an to the ->ointo diocuoood otmnoctton iritli tho 
ooooo^>^firo mogotiaiiomop hut imocura to mo to tho guotattono 
attrihu^Mi to tho individualo prooont^ indivtdualo tutor* 
vtswod holtoood tho ooXumno had boom proporod otth at leaot 
ooimi informattom ao to tho points dtoouoaod and partteularlg 
s^ith rofjmht to tho aoaoo*firo mogottatUmo* 


Tho tnoootigation deeoXopcd that thoro hod eoiotod a 
oooiaX roSatioaohip of Zouj otandtng hottrom Tftm Poaroom end 
rr* CXayton rrttmaopp riroetorp Off iso of Publio infamation, 
popartnent of Pofonoo* 'hr* rrttehoy ho had knomt 

Prom Poaroom for ton goaro and oioitod mith hUt periodtocllg 
d&au't omm a msmth* ir# had boon at pros 9oaroon*o homo 
playing brtdgo on tho ovonimg of Poombor 19, HXhX, at 
timo Poaroom oohibitod to i^l» am arttoXo portaimtmg to iho 
rhiio Pouso Conforonoo, whioh Hr* Pritohso road* Mr* Fritohog 
otatod that tho arttmXo it^prooood him mo bmimg rmthmr 
innooummog btst, doopito tho foot that It mo mot oonmattonal. 

It imdioatmd m look had mcourrod in a »«ry importmst mnforomoo, 
nhUA of t^ioXf ms oigmificamt* Bo otatod ho did mot ou^jost 
tAi« to Poamon, asr did m muggoot that Poaroon ut^thoXd 
siilkltttttia* of tft« molunn* iir« mtoboff otatod ho did not . 
knm tho ooarot of Poaroom*o infamation bat that It mo a 
mm*hnm$n foot that proo Pomroon had oomXXomt oourooo of 
imfermatUot and that thto oert of thing omcurrod rogLlariy* 






7M Jitit9rmy Cawtml 


Tt^« imnmtiti&Hw 4t4 Mi dtvalap mpormattirn ilMti 
Urm TritthMy tsms tm p4B09aMi»n 0 / tim fw%4 r^gmrdiwff 
Mifi# ff»M0 pri«r ta «M daiw iMi PtarBPM 

» h M »d him ikim article* Smprctar^ mf L«u 0 tt 

a4vi$0d iMi M /ai* IM koM rnuthtf/ «o# Mi lift 
pm»s099i0m «/ 

XVi>*MiiM iRMi alM iMi «A« Aoilnir 

^««r«iary «/ iM JM|r XraMC* Pm whitmhmir hoa b 

piatMd MOTitwialiy bit Brp i» ?«arM* •» iat meeoMimm mmA b 
aXM bf I H a r«arMi» ?/r* WhiUihaiP 

had a«CU«4 i*MrM» m P0e0mb0r 29^ ISiSXg alib ihm Pr«»i40nt*m 
mpprmtmlg fmt thm purpcmt 0 / t» pt^vemt ttm 

publtcrntim 0/ Pmrh0m*9 opiutmm At tbui tirn^m Pr* Whit^hair 
indi(o»t04 ooMft rft to i*deor# 0 « that M b« dJU»i«<f 1 ^ 

i<s«|r^ btti iold rfttdtMIr M ftMald Mi b# «ppr^«ii«iv« 

•taM hm hm4 mat Mid rtarmam am$ithing, Md oomtaied 

that be mt c» old friend »/ (?«Mral titMlleir M«i other 
friondm 0 / hi# iE>er« at tM ooVfti'iMe and ha MMd ihe tb«» 
&'d«reiarif 0 / «h# 4ir roriMT XhtMMi X* rialatter^ GtnaraX Bayt 
faadambufvm and tha than Actioff ^taeretarp of Stata Jamaa • 
rabbmQ^ 

Tha v^aulta 9 / tha laoMit^ilaa Maduoi#d b:/ tb^« 
Jareati uara mmia waailahXa M tha tham Attarnay :,'an9ral 
Barnard *r« tka tham Dapatp Aittrmaw Saaaral 

Am saoitt ramaah^ tha ty.am saarata^ of Mfomaa .^»b«ri Am 
Xaaattm and the thea AdalnfftirotltMi Aa^ iaUmt ta iba praaidewt 
Adairml sidaay »• .'euera* 
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SrWCAHO FORM HO. M 


Office lS/[.ef 7 \ dum • united i ^ government 


MR. LADD 


FROM » A. H. BEIMOm 


OATH: 1/13/54 

CQNTAINE® . ]/* 


SUBJECT : 


DREW PEARSON 
ESPIONAGE - X 


ALL INFORI^lpM CQNTAINE® 
HEREiw IS UNctnae^iED ^ 
DATE 


TolSPQ 

GUvio 

Htrbo 

Rosen.. -....- 

Tr«oy 

Lau^hHa-^ 

Mohf . ■ 

fimeffowd- 
Tele. R®. _ 
Hollonen—. 

Ganf<y 


Mr. Walt Yeagley of the Department on January 13, 1954, 
jmentioned that the Department ia still actively considering our 
I inveati gati ve reports concerning instances wherein Drew Pears^p^JS-^' 
published allegedly classified information. He said the Depart-^ 
ment wants to be sure that Pearson could not put up a defense 
that the information he publi shed came from official sources, 
and particularly high sources in the Department of I^efense who 
would have the authority to declassify the information. Pursuant 
to this, the Department has contacted Roger Keyes, Under Secretary 
of Defense, who has given assurance that the information in / 

question was not declassified and could not have been legitimately 
obtained by Pearson. The Department is pursuing this further by 
checking to see what witnesses could be produced by the Department 
of Defense to show that this material was classified and could not 
have been obtained legitimately. 

Mr. Yeagley did not know whether the Department will 
call Pearson before a Grand Jury or whether any action will be 
tS^en as a result of the present study being afforded the case. 

For your information. / r- — / , , > ^ 
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Office • united st4 jvernment 


TO 


< X* 7. BOABDUAN 


!;‘l/ 


Taboo 

Booidi 




■ »OM » m* A, H. BELMONT y.c, 
'4V A -.'-V ^ 

\. #•' 

, , nnijBcr: rj^EW PEARSON BROAJDOAST 

SEPTEMBER 3, 19S5 


DATB: September 9, / 

19SS ^ .V Be: 

^ Harbo 
Mohr. 



. , iMFf'RT»‘5AT\0N CONTA 



;sons 
*0 
Taoim' 


kks 


Sizoo 

Winterrowd _ 
Tele. Rooai . 
Holloman — 
Goadjr 


Reference ia node ^ my memorandum dated September 6, 
295Sf pointing out that Jac Uik n^raon aubatituted for Pearaon i 
on the September 3, IBSSj^roadoda-t and the memorandum alao aet r 
forth itema of poaaible intereat to the Bureau, One of the 
itema atated "Our atomio aoienttata have aimplified the complex 
H-Bomb and deaigned an H weapon ao aelf^oompaot that it can be 
carried on a fighter bomber, Thia baby H-Bomb haa a one megaton 
punoh that ia equal to one million tone of TNT," The memorandum 
atated that thia matter waa being oheoked with the Atomio Energy 
Commiaaion (AEO), 


On September 8, 1956, Ziaiaon Agen t Bate a oontaoted 

I of the AECf Colonel 

\o.r the Diviaion of Military Appliegtio na, AEGi 
a,od I \ of the Security Diviaion, AEC, | | 

and Colonel ] { both indicated oonoern over the above 

atatement in i^at it %ppeara to report lateat up-to-date develop- be 
ment in thia particular field. They both felt that thia amounted b7c 
to a diacloaure of aenaitive and claaaified information, 

I I commented that he would obtain a copy of the 

Pearaon broadoaat from the AEC Public Information Office and would 
have it officially reviewed by the AEG 'a Glaaaification Diviaion 
for an official opinion aa to w hether or n ot the atatement con- 
tained claaaified information, I | atated if ao, the AEC 

would then direct a letter to the Bureau pointing out ita oonoern 
and poaaibly aahing for inveatigation. 


ACTION S 
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Thia matter will be followed with AEC and you will be 
kept adviaed. 
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Septerzbor i-4, 1955 

(original and one) 

Director of i^peoial Inveatigaiiona 
The Jnapector general 
Department of the Air Force 
Building Tempo E . 

Fourth and Adams Drive, S, S. . 

Washington, D, C, 


John Mgar boover, Director 
Federal Bureau of Investimtion 
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’■THE ibjbiga'ign POST AbD S! 

mcjb -1 .,./:Zp" AHTicLE arziTP-.D 
"TAu: nr nspUfmfiJ fpc j€ad n:Abif^ rw / 
iH :^r pT .A a, i ss, 

ESPiniU FK - X ^ 

Attached is a copy cf an article appearing in 
''The rcshinjton Post and Timea rerald'^ natcspcpar on Cept em- 
ber a, lF5a, entitled ‘TalW of Inpeachinj f'PC j:eard'^ 
by Jack Anderson* In that portion cf the article captioned 
'■'A-^omb Warning,'* Fr* Inderron states, jl confidential 
'hluo booklet, meant far /.ir Force eyes only, warns bluntly 
that Ato.^ic uearono ncy be used to atop future * snail 
ware* , ' ¥r , a ndoran fh en purpo rta to quote di rec tly 

from this doc.’ nent* Referral/Oirect 


Tolson I 

Bdardman ^ i, 

Nichols ^ . A 

Belmont 

Harbo \ 

Mohr L 

Parsons ^ ^ “* 

Rosen 

Tatntn . „ 

Sizoo * . 

Vinterrowd ■ ' A RJ / SH 

Tele, Room 0 

sr_!&S ^ 


¥e (1) 

- ,Reci 


’.tion Branch (by 0-6 routing si 
I ^ same date)' 


4 SEP 1 4 
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iotter to Diroctor 




pedal Inu9»tigationo 


The Inspector Senerol 
department of the /itr rorce 







Referral /Direct 


j/r, Tonpkina &r£t'ises that upon receipt of this 
information '’?ie Int&rnal 'rsauritii riitision of the Depart^ 
ment of /ustic^' will a>f.uise u'iothsr any further action 
is warranted in this ease* Tour earliest attention to 
this matter dll he amreciatod^ 
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Aa^istcnt Attorney general ( or tg, ds 1) October 10^ I9S5 

filliom fompkina 



M rector, FBI 

JACK ^ 

, **The Washington Post and Tines SieraldA* 
Article Entitled ^*ToZH a/ Inpsaohing FPC 
Head Heard,** in Septenber S, 19SS, Issue 

BSFTONA^E - Jr 


CONTAW0O 




Be/erenoe is mde to your comnunioation dated 
September 14, 19SS, in ahieh you requested that appropriate 
of/ioials 0 / the United states Air Force be ashed certain 
queationa with respect to the captioned article* 

By nencrondun dated October 1, 1955, the 
Oepcrtnent of the Air iproe advised that the pamphlet 
ij» question, prepared at the Air War College of the Air 
Uniueraity, ia entitled **Tke Air Force and Uatiencl 
Security Policy,** and is not claaaified. The department 
of the Air Force advised that portions of the captioned 
article may be found tn the following excerpts from the 
aforementioned pamphlet t 
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Boardman . 

Nichols 

Belmoat 

F^bo 
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Rosen 

Tamm 
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Wintetrowd J 
Tele. Room^ 

Holloman 

Gandy _ - 


(1) ** Under the former concept atomic munttiona 

were to be employed only against an atomic aggressor who 
had directly attacked the United States or one of our 
allies* This was o pattern of general war* It has been 
pointed out that now the policy of *masei»s retaliatory 
capability* loosens the restrictions on offensive air 
power, brings into consideration the question of a choice 
in the use of munitions, and thus gives ths opportunity 
for a degres of flexibility and versatility which previously 
woe not present* It could now be possible for the tremendous 
force in question to be used in other than general war as 
c powerful deterrent to lesser aggreeeione* Accordingly, 
cn aggressor oould no longer aaaume that the United Statee 
muld be willing to permit him to select the geography and \ 
munitions of another contest*** (Section fl, pages 2 and 3) 

(8) **Xn terms of hot war, ths United States is 
readying for a decisive cir mcr to be fought principally 
with nuclear meapox^s* This type of hot war has been . 

accepted as the likeliest hy both the military and the ] 

higher governmental authorities,** (Section 71, page 5) 
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ifMMorQwium to A9tfMtont Jttcrnoy 


(3) **Th9 ourrtnt <8« mtlitary 9tratogy do«t not 

tin m9 4ovm to on aI2»out mrm 7« do not kaoo to oinpty n wholo 
batkot 0 / oggt /or oaeh omergonoy* Moithor do w* havo to trot 
out u houoy^^ight boxor i/ tho woltor'^wotght typo ton do tho 
Job and got out without jotting killod htmool/^" (Soetion VI, 
pago 15) 

The Hopcrtnont o/ tho Air force aloo advioed aa /ollowot 
**The pQMphXot woo circulated in May, 2954, to Air foree 
CommxnderM at umoloaoi/iod material whieh ohould be handled 
and retained in Air A’oree ehannelo on2y* It ie not known how 
Andereon obtained the quoted exoerpte, 

^brpeci/io anawere to the guestione you raided are 
net being made einoe the document in gueotion ie not olceoi/iod* 

In the event additionaX information is deeired, it will be 
furniahod upon regueet*” 

It i» regmeeted that you adviee whether you doeire 
any further inveetigation by thie Bureau in this matter* 


